
To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Albright, David[Aibright.David@epa.gov] 
Montgomery, Michael 
Wed 1/28/20151:34:26 AM 
RE: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 

From: Albright, David 
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 4:44PM 
To: Montgomery, Michael 
Subject: Fw: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 

From: Bohlen, Steven@DOC 

Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 4:03PM 

To: Drysdale, Donald@DOC 

Cc: Salera, Jerry@DOC; Habel, Rob@DOC; Montgomery, Michael; Albright, David; Geroch, John@DOC 

Subject: RE: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 
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From: Salera, Jerry@DOC 
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 3:45PM 
To: Bohlen, Steven@DOC; Habel, Rob@DOC 
Subject: FW: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 
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From: Drysdale, Donald@DOC 
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 3:26PM 
To: Bohlen, Steven@DOC; Salera, Jerry@DOC 
Cc: Wilson, Ed@DOC 
Subject: FW: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 

From: Baker, David L"-"'-=='-''"'-===-"=~'-'===-'-==J 
Sent: Tuesday, January 27, 2015 2:25PM 
To: Drysdale, Donald@DOC 
Subject: RE: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 

Don, 

This is odd. The EPA folks told me yesterday that the 108 wells injecting into the 11 aquifers were 
separate from the 532 wells in the spreadsheet, with no overlap. I've in a call with them to clarify. 

If the spreadsheet you sent me on Friday was pulled from the database in August, could you send me the 
most up-to-date version? When I with the EPA people yesterday, they clearly were looking at a 
different version of the spreadsheet while we talked. Theirs had the same overall number of wells as mine 
- 532- but theirs had several wells above 10,000 whereas mine showed no wells at that level. I 
need to be working on the same information they have. 

R. 

Staff Writer 

Office 415.777.8400 • Cell415.298.1764 
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From: Drysdale, Donald@DOC l!:I@Jl!1QJlQllilli11JJQ~lli@QQOJ~ruJQ!:!.Jill£QYJ 
Sent: Tuesday, January 27,2015 12:30 PM 
To: Baker, David 
Subject: FW: a couple of data questions from the San Francisco Chronicle 
Importance: High 

David: 

Reponses on your two follow-up questions during the interview 
with Steve Bohlen yesterday. 

Regards, 

Don 

1. The list of 532 wells was queried from the database last 
August The list of wells injecting into the 11 aquifers was 
queried more recently. Of those 108 wells, 94 are on the 532 list. 
The 14 wells not in that list are either: 

a. Injecting or proposed to inject into non-USDWs (TDS >1 0,000 
based on latest information), hence the question of exemption is 
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moot. 

b. Not disposal wells - the 532 list were all disposal wells. The 
1 08 list included enhanced oil recovery wells also. 

c. Permits held in abeyance or cancelled. Some well statuses 
have not been updated yet, which is why these still turned up in 
the recent query of 1 08 wells. 

2. DOGGR submitted an initial list of 14 7 wells injecting into sub-
3,000 TDS aquifers to the Water Board. 
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